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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 03 August 2004 . 
2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim(s) 1-12 and 14-18 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 1-12 and 14-18 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) ^ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) Including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

30 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1-12 & 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Cavill in view of Applicant's admitted 
Prior Art . 

Re claims 1, 2, 6, & 8-9, Cavill discloses (Figures 4-5; 
column 3, line 58 - column 4, line 10; column 6, line 55 - 
column 7, line 8) a print job handling arrangement in which it 
is determined whether or not an entire print job can be 
processed locally. If the job cannot be processed locally 
(column 6, lines 37-54, particularly lines 39-45), the complex 
portions of the print job are sent to an external server for 
processing and processed results are received and combined with 
the locally processed portions . 

Cavill discloses that the locally processing of the print 
job is performed by a local network computer (NC) . Applicant's 
admitted Prior Art (page 1, line 23 - page 2, line 6) discloses 
a printer containing a processor capable of performing 
processing of print job data within the printer. Cavill 
discloses (column 3, lines 36-40) that the Cavill arrangement 
for sending complex portions of print jobs to an external server 
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may be used in any context where diversion of this task away 
from the local processor might be desirable. The use of the 
Cavill arrangement in this manner in conjunction with a printer 
with an internal print- job processor (i.e. the integration into 
a printer of a processor that performs the traffic-control 
functions of the Cavill local network computers) in order to 
enable the printer to perform print jobs that are beyond the 
internal processor's capability would be an expedient obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. 

Re claims 3, 10, & 18, Cavill discloses (column 5, lines 
38-39) the use of multiple external servers for processing 
complex portions of a print job. 

Re claims 4-5, 11-12, & 15-18, Cavill discloses (column 5, 
lines 5-7) the use of an Internet connection (inherently 
including an interface to the device at each end of the 
connection) to access the external server. 

Re claims 7 & 14, Cavill discloses (column 1, lines 37-52) 
the implementation of the print job handling arrangement in the 
form of a program stored in a memory and executable by a 
processor. 

Response to Argiiments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 8/3/04 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 
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Re claim 1 (and dependent claims 2-7) , claim 8 (and 
dependent claims 9-12 & 14) , and claim 15 (and dependent claims 
16-18), Applicant argues (8/3/04 Response: page 8, line 8 - page 
9, line 3; page 10, line 11 - page 11, line 2; page 12, lines 1- 
16) that Cavill fails to disclose or suggest that the printer 
determines that portions of a print task cannot be rendered 
locally and sends those portions to an external rendering device 
in that situation. 

As noted above, Cavill teaches (column 6, lines 37-54, 
particularly lines 39-45) a local network computer that performs 
the functions of determining which portions of a print task 
require complex remote processing and forwarding those portions 
to an external device. Applicant's Prior Art is relied upon as a 
teaching that it is known in the art to integrate a print 
rendering computer into a printing device, in support of the 
conclusion that it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to integrate into a printer a local print rendering 
computer that carries out the functions of the local network 
computers disclosed by Cavill. 

Further re claim 1 (and dependent claims 2-7) , claim 8 (and 
dependent claims 9-12 & 14) , and claim 15 (and dependent claims 
16-18), Applicant argues (8/3/04 Response: page 9, lines 4-26; 
page 11, lines 3-8; page 12, lines 17-21) that the Prior Art 
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described by Applicant does not disclose or suggest a 
determination of whether an entire print job can be processed by 
a printer or sending print jobs that cannot be processed by a 
printer to an external rendering device. 

As noted above, the Cavill reference is relied upon for 
these disclosures. Applicant's Prior Art is relied upon as a 
teaching that it is known in, the art to integrate a print 
rendering computer into a printing device. 

Further re claim 1 (and dependent claims 2-7) , claim 8 (and 
dependent claims 9-12 & 14) , and claim 15 (and dependent claims 
16-18), Applicant argues (8/3/04 Response: page 9, line 27 - 
page 10, line 5; page 11, lines 9-17; page 12, line 22 - page 
13, line 2) that the combination of Cavill and Applicant's 
disclosed Prior Art fails to disclose or suggest a printer that 
sends a print job to an external rendering device if the entire 
print job cannot be processed by the printer and also fails to 
disclose or suggest that a printer may determine whether an 
entire print job can be processed. 

However, the combination of references described in the 
outstanding 35 USC §103 rejection is based upon the teaching 
(from Applicant's disclosed Prior Art) that it is known in the 
art to integrate a local print rendering computer into a 
printer, and the conclusion that it would be obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the functions of the 
Cavill local network computers into such a local print rendering 
computer integrated into a printer. This combination clearly 
incorporates into a printer the functions of sending a print job 
to an external rendering device if the entire print job cannot 
be processed by the printer and determining whether an entire 
print job can be processed. Applicant's argument does not appear 
to directly address the reasoning offered in support of this 
combination of references, but rather alleges that the 
combination fails to teach or suggest these elements. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL • Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1,136 (a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event. 



Application/Control NuTnber: 09/506,418 



Page 7 



Art Unit: 2624 

however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
5, Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Stephen 
M. Brinich at 703-305-4390. The examiner can normally be 
reached on weekdays 7:00-4:30, alternate Fridays off. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the Tech 
Center 2600 Customer Service center at 703-306-0377. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 703-308-7452. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 703-872-9306. 



Stephen M Brinich 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2624 
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